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DR. WITMAN: Tonight our first speaker is going to be Mr, Robert H, 
Lounsbury. Mr. Lounsbury is a member of the Board of Directors of the New York 
Young Democratic Club, Inc. He is a graduate of Princeton, the School of Public 
and International Affairs and of Yale Law School,’ He was a member of Military 
Intelligence from 193-6 and also from 1950-53. He is now a lawyer, practicing 
in New York and a member of the New York Committee of the Council on Foreign 
Relations. Mr. Lounsbury! 

MR. LOUNSBURY: Dr. Witman, Ladies and Gentlemen, Young Democrats view the 
1956 election as a critical turning point in American history. In my own view, there 
are many issueswhich demand the return to the White House of a Democratic president. 
But one of these, I believe, is decisive for Republicans, Independents and Democrats 
alike. That is the issue of our international policy. 

The dominant political factor today is the struggle between the free world and 
Soviet communism, That struggle will continue to be the dominant political fact for 
many years to come. 

It is approximately )O years since the Soviet revolution in Russia. There 
are less than l) years left in this century. Surely it is obvious that if the funda- 
mental strength of Soviet Russia and its satellites continues to grow, even at a 
diminished rate, and political developments adverse to us continue to occur, our 
position will be precarious indeed.by the end of the century. Nevertheless, in the 
face of these circumstances, we are asked to continue in office a national adminis- 
tration which has not developed any long-range program for dealing with this problem. 
We are asked to express confidence in an administration under whose careless, fumbling 
and sometimes non-existent leadership the balance of world power has shifted sharply 
against the United States, 

We are weaker today physically, morally and spiritually. We are weaker physi- 
cally because we have reduced our effective strength on land, in the air, and in the 
critical area of technology. For instance, in the three years from June 1953 to 
June 1956, the Army will have lost one-third its strength. 1953 Republican budget 
cuts changed Air Force goals from 143 wings in 1955 to 137 wings in 1957. We are 
weaker morally because we have stopped talking about helping others and talk princi- 
pally about helping ourselves, And we are weaker spiritually because we have stopped 
talking about expanding future opportunities for free peoples and talk instead about 
present guarantees for our status quo. 

The Democratic Administration of President Truman developed a great free world 
coalition, based on consent among allies, founded on the imaginative use of our minds 
and backed by balanced strength. This Republican Administration has undermined that 
policy. It has promulgated doctrines and threatened action without consultation with 
our allies, as in the unleashing of Nationalist China, the revelation of the theory of 
massive retaliation and the proposed intervention in Indo-China, It has revealed a 
profound lack of understanding of our system and a deep anti-intellectual bias -- as 
in the remark that TVA, one of the most effective worldwide demonstrations of the 
American way, was creeping socialism, and in the campaign against the Foreign Service 
Corps. This Republican Administration has undermined our balanced military strength 
by its blindness to international trends and its preoccupation with a balanced budget 
and domestic political considerations, The responsibility for these things is clear 
to the American voter even if it is not to officials in Washington, 

let us recapture instead the dynamic vision of the Marshall Plan and Point IV, 
As Americans and as members of the human family, we should be glad and proud to offer 
unselfish help and constructive leadership. Other free nations seek only a sane, 
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non-violent way to accomplish peaceful change for social and human justice. We 
Should lead the way. We can do this by the election of a Democratic president in 
November, 

OR. WITMAN: Mr. Lounsbury, you sound like a Democrat, I think, therefore, 
we better hear from a Republican and so we'll hear now from Miss Judith Gregg, who 
is President of the Young Women's Republican Club of New York, She is a graduate 
of Syracuse University and is co-chairman of the 1956 Campaign Committee of the 
State of New York Young Republicans, She is Secretary of the Mid-Atlantic Council 
of Young Republicans, and is Recording Secretary of the Federation of New York 
State Women's Republican Club. Presently her other activity is Account Supervisor 
with Eugene Gilbert Youth Research, Miss Gregg! 

MISS GREGG: We young people have a responsibility this year, We have a 
great president to re-elect and we have an outstanding Republican record to contime. 
You know, it's hard to capsulize the Republican record, but I want to put it into 
three key words, which you have all heard many times, -- Peace, Prosperity, Progress, 

War hits young people hardest. During war there is an uncertainty about our 
future. There is a basic, unhealthy insecurity, There is an economy swollen with 
inflation. Three years ago we were in that unfortunate state, but Dwight D. Eisenhower 
and the Republican party made a promise to us -= a promise to settle the Korean War 
and to give us peace, That peace was fulfilled, There are 500,000 fewer men and 
women in uniform, Draft calls are lowest since 1950. You know, we young people can 
relax in the knowledge that we have a president and an administration pledged to 
peace -= a peace that was made in July of 1953 and a peace that will be contimed 
under the positive leadership shown so well at Geneva, 

But when you have war, you have prosperity. How many of you have ever said 
that, or thought that? It was a common belief that following war, peace brought de- 
pression. It looks like the Eisenhower Republican program dispelled that falsehood 
by giving us a constructive, dynamic prosperity. Inflation has been curtailed, and 
the cost of living stabilized. Our dollar is not constantly shrinking in value as 
it was under the Democrats. 

We young people have prosperity guaranteed us by a Republican record, It's 
affected our individual pocketbooks when we've gone marketing or shopping. It's 
affected us by a reduction in our taxes and it's effected the nation's pocketbook as 
well, More Americans are now employed at higher wages and higher take-home pay than 
ever before in our history. Our nation's income is more widely distributed than ever 
before md business activity is at its highest level in history -- higher than during 
the Democrat war years. We young people are not fooled with weasel words and empty 
promises, We believe in performance, The Republican record of prosperity is per- 
formance of the highest calibre, 

Before 1952, there was a rumor that the Republicans were not a party of 
national progress. It had been so long since we were given the chance to prove our 
interest in true progress, some people were misled, Let's look at the Republican 
record of progress. Social Security benefits have been increased and extended to 
cover 10 million more workers; there has been a tremendous advance along the lines 
of civil rights; unemployment insurance has been extended to cover h million more and 
employment is. at an all-time high, In other words, Americans are earning more, pro- 
ducing more, consuming more, building more and investing more than ever before. Under 
such circumstances, young people have an unparalleled opportunity for self-expression 

d development 
a ey eee issues for 1956 are many =-- and they are positive issues on which 
the Republican record registers peace, prosperity, progress. I'm proud I'm a Republica 
because I'm proud I have such an outstanding President and a record to tell you about 
Peleg WITMAN: Thank you very mech, Miss Gregg. Now we go back to the Democrats 
and speaking for the Young Democrats will this time be Miss Jeanne Dorfman who is 
Corresponding Secretary of the New York Young Democratic Club, Inc, She is a graduate 
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of Oberlin College and is presently Staff Assistant in the Medical Department of 
the National Foundation for Infantile Paralysis. Miss Jeanne Dorfman! 

MISS DORFMAN: When I look forward to the presidential election this coming 
fall, I look forward with confidence in a Democratic victory and I believe that the 
architect of this Democratic victory has been the Republican Administration itself. 
For I am sure that the voters of this country will go to the polls in November and 
repudiate this Administration which has substituted words for deeds, and slogans 
for reality. 

You may be sure we will hear mich talk from the Republicans in the coming 
months about peace and prosperity and, indeed, have already done so tonight, fet, 
sober reflection makes clear to us that the reality behind these appealing words is 
quite different. For the unity of this country has been impaired in both foreign 
and domestic relations by the confusion within the Administration. And without 
unity and coherent policy, we cannot, in fact, have the peace and prosperity which 
we all desire, Intemperate Republican attacks on Democrats as "the party of treason}' 
poor communications and lack of consultation on decisions requiring broad Congressional 
support have made bi-partisanship in foreign policy almost impossible. 

The substitution of words for reality has become painfully apparent this past 
week in foreign policy. When we are told that recent Russian successes in pursuing 
cooperation and economic assistance for nations in the East and Middle East are, in 
fact, due to failures of Soviet aggressive intentions, we have cause to feel, with 
Senator Fulbright, that we are being told fairy tales. Other classic phrases which 
have been added to the language of diplomacy by our Secretary of State are "brink of 
war," "liberation of satellite nations," to select but a few of the choicer ones, The 
result of all this verbiage, I would suggest, has been the confusion and dismayal of 
our friends and the amusement and profit of our enemies, 

On the domestic scene the same recourse to slogans, the same irresponsibility, 
confusion and divisiveness are apparent. Take the issue of desegregation in the pub- 
lic schools, Certainly the Supreme Court decision last year has put this entire nation 
on its mettle to solve one of the most difficult problems we have. The recent claim by 
the Vice President that the Supreme Court decision was a Republican triumph has brought 
this issue into the area of politics where it can serve no vseful purpose, It is ir- 
responsibility of the most deplorable kind to thus exploit a national issue for parti- 
san advantage, 

The Republican slogan of prosperity will ring hollowly in the ears of many 
small businessmen and farmers in this election year, Since the first half of 1952, 
small business profits are down 66%, while big business profits are up 46%. Farm 
prices are down 18% and farm income 174 since 1952, This Administration has dis- 
proportionate representation of big business and has shown disproportionate concern 
for the welfare of big business under the happy, but perhaps mistaken, belief that 
this well-being will trickle down to the rest of our society. We are only now be- 
ginning to realize how great the influence of large business on national policy has 
grown as the current investigations of lobbying in relation to the natural gas bill 
gets under way. Meanwhile, construction of new housing, schools, highways and 
adoption of flood control and other conservation measures have not begun to catch 
up with the national need in these areas, Even tardy election year gains in all of 
these fields will not, I am sure, deceive the voters into believing that the Republi- 
cans have embraced the Democratic concept of broad government service to all of the 
people with any real conviction, In the words of Harry Truman, all of this frantic 
election year activity is "deathbed repentance," 

I have no doubts that the Presidential election of 1956 will be decided on the 
basis, not of personalities, but of issues, 

DR. WITMAN: Thank you very mch, Miss Dorfman, Now, our final speaker will 
be Mr. Robert Ogden, Mr. Ogden is a member of the Board of Governors of the New York 
Young Republican Club and is a graduate of Harvard and Yale Law School. He was a 
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pilot in the 15th Air Force during the second World War, and presently is head of 
the Speakers! Committee of the New York Young Republican Club, Mr, Ogden! 

MR. OGDEN: When young people view the coming Presidential election, they 
see the fundamental issue as the difference in overall philosophy between the two 
parties -- and I think the difference between the two parties is just this: the 
Democratic Party looks backward and the Republican Party looks forward, 

Now, the Democratic Party looks backward with a haunting and static fear of 
the 1929 depression. This has led it to accept state planning and control of the 
economy. The Democratic Party also is dominated by its big-city left-wing element, 
who believe in further centralization of government. The by-line of the Democratic 
Party has become, "Let the Federal Government solve all the problems." Under 20 
years of the Democrats, the nation moved to the brink of socialism. Young people 
look at the stark fact that under continued Democratic leadership their future 
eventually will be taken out of their hands and put into the hands of the political 
economic planner in Washington, Such a future is bleak indeed for young people. 

By contrast, the Republican Party, under President Eisenhower, has adopted 
a progressive economic philosophy which looks forward, The Republicans have produced 
unprecedented prosperity by proceeding on the basic assumption that if individual 
initiative is released and encouraged, private enterprise will create greater wealth 
and do a better job than the Federal Government. The Republicans also realize, as a 
practical matter, that the Federal Government is not financially able to solve all the 
problems, The Republican philosophy that the Federal Government should step in only 
where the job cannot be done more effectively by individuals or by state or local 
government, this balancing of individual incentive with government regulation of the 
economy, makes sense to young people who see in it the key to the kind of future that 
young people deserve, 

So in 1956 the basic choice is going to be between Democrats who as a result 
of looking backward would nationalize and socialize basic American institutions, and 
Republicans who look forward and who realize that if America is to remain the dynamic 
world leader it is today it mst contime the economic policies put into effect by 
the Eisenhower Administration, and which have worked so well. 

There will be other issues in the campaign. These will be the policies of the 
Eisenhower Administration with respect to farmers, electric power and foreign affairs, 
A further campaign issue will be the delicate question of what will be done during 
the years of the next national administration about the desegregation of schools in 
the South. Prior to the campaign, there is also going to be a lot of talk about who 
the candidates should be, particularly the Democratic Presidential candidate and the 
Republican Vice Presidential candidate. But basically, the whole campaign will re- 
yvolve around the overall philosophies of the two major parties. 

The Republican philosophy was outlined long ago by Abraham Lincoln who said, 
"The object of government is to do for people what needs to be done, but which they 
cannot by individual effort do at all, or not so well." 

The traditional Democratic Party creed was expressed by Thomas Jefferson, who 
said, "If Washington were to tell us what to sow and when to reap, we should soon 
want for bread," ; . 

I leave it to the Democrats who are on this program this evening to demonstrate 
how far the Democratic Party has swung to the left away from the views of Thomas 
Pyiatin WITMAN: Now we are about to begin the exploration of these original state- 
ments, the questions, the answers and the disagreements and the agreements. I think 
what we'll do this evening is to ask each of the panelists to make a brief comment 
on one point in one of his opponents or his colleague's statement, and see what they 
have to say as we get off on this discussion. First of all, let's hear from Mr, t 
Lounsbury, who spoke first. Do you have any comment on the statements which you have 


heard tonight, Mr. Lounsbury? 
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MR. LOUNSBURY: Dr. Witman, I have two brief comments. I share, with Miss 
Gregg who spoke for the Republicans, her concern for peace. It seems to me, how- 
ever, that young people are the very ones who could not and should not relax in a 
miasma of complacency induced by the rosy statements which are put out in Washington. 
fhe dimensions of the problems that we must solve tomorrow are being shaped by the 
policies adopted today and, in my judgment, we are not now taking the steps, planning 
or thinking, in terms of the long-range problem, Mr. Ogden has told us that the funda- 
mental issue this year is that the Democratic Party looks backward and the Republican 
Party looks forward, If the Republicans fight the election on this issue they will 
lose and I will be, interested to hear Mr. Ogden's comment on the Republican forward 
look in rural electrification, the Republican forward look on TVA am the Republican 
forward look on tax relief for the poor, among other subjects. 

DR. WITMAN: Miss Gregg seems to want to make a comment. 

MISS GREGG: Yes, I'd like to acquaint Miss Dorfman with the Republican record 
on small business. I don't know if she knows that the Eisenhower Administration is 
quite concerned about the small businessman, which is evidenced by the creation of 
the Small Business Administration in July of 1953. This is the first peacetime in- 
dependent government agency which has been created solely to advise, assist and pro- 
tect all small business enterprises. It offers three major types of assistance in 
small business loans, contract assistance, management and technical assistance as 
well, And one other quick thing on that -- in the fiscal year of 1955, 1/lth of the 
prime government contract dollars went to small business. 

DR. WITMAN: Miss Dorfman, do you want to reply to that? 

MISS DORFMAN: Yes, I do. I'd just like to say that it seems to be a practice 
of the Republicans that when they don't know how to solve a problem, to create a 
committee or commission and, therefore, the problem is solved. I stand behind my 
figures on the losses in small business and there was also recently in a New York 
newspaper a study of small businesses and how small businesses have about a 50/50 
chance of survival of longer than two years, and that the number of business firms 
throughout the entire country has not increased since 1952, so that I think there has 
been a commission created but the problem has not been solved, 

MR. OGDEN: I heard two comments about which I would like to say a few brief 
words, Both Mr. Lounsbury and Miss Dorfman seem to find it difficult to realize that 
the new look in Russian foreign relations is as a result of strong foreign policy of 
this country and of the West in general, We'll come, I think, to a further discussion 
of foreign policy a little later on. Now, as to farm policy, which Miss Dorfman 
raised, the current situation in farm income is largely the fault of the Democratic 
Party and its high rigid price support programs which have piled up huge crop sur= 
pluses in storage, It is not the fault of the Republican Party. The Eisenhower 
Flexible Support Program came into effect really with the 1955 fall crop. Now, that's 
only a few months ago and the result is not yet determinable, The real key to farm 
trouble is to find ways to unload the surpluses and to reduce production, not to in- 
crease surpluses and encourage production with 90% of parity,yet Stevenson and 
Harriman both have come up for a return to high rigid price supports, I don't think 
that is the answer and I think that the American farmer will find, as usual, that his 
best bet is to stick with the Republican Party. 

DR. WITMAN: I've noticedquite a few issues being raised here and it seems to 
me from what I've heard you saying tonight that there will be a number of very basic 
issues in this 1956 election. Remember that part of our job tonight is not alone to 
defend our respective party's positions, but also to help us analyze, to see that the 
people who are here tonight and who are listening in tonight can see Something of the 
dimensions in the character of this 1956 campaign which we are about to enter. And I 
therefore, would like to raise a question myself which has occurred to me as I listened 
to you. Are there really going to be any real issues or are you people simply fabricat- 
ing issues here? Is there any real difference between these two parties? Is it just 
something that you are getting ready for in 1956 and then when the election is over, 
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the two parties will be very friendly and living together again. I've heard it 
said that there is no real difference between the parties? How do you like that? 
Well, everybody here wants to speak, I'll defer to the lady first and hear what 
Miss Dorfman has to say. 

MISS DORFMAN: I think that there certainly are real issues in the coming cam- 
paign and, as I attempted to outline in my talk, I think certainly in the foreign 
field there is a difference between the Democrats and Republicans in our attitude on 
defense spending. Certainly defense spending has been reduced under the Republicans. 
Certainly the extent to which reliance and confidence is placed in the allies has 
been reduced under the Republicans. I think that there is a basic difference in our 
attitude in the foreign fiéld and that is one comment that I would like to make, I 
think this is a real issue, There are many others. 

MR. OGDEN: I think there is a real issue on the farm policy. Certainly, we 
have two Democratic candidates who have come out for a return to high rigid price 
supports, which the Republican Party does not agree with. I think that is a definite 
issue. I think there is probably also an issue with respect to the Republican atti- 
tude toward the development of electric power. Certainly the Democrats would like to 
raise that issue and I think the Republican record on it is so strong that the issue 
is in the Republican favor, 

DR, WITMAN: All right, I have the impression that I have been pretty well 
knocked down here on my original question, Miss Gregg wants to say something. 

MISS GREGG: I think we have some very good issues. We have a very constructive 
program which we have to continue and the Democrats who want back in power are ready 
to take pot shots at this very constructive record so we pretty much have to see where 
they want to take their pot shots at a good record, 

DR. WITMAN: If Mr. Lounsbury doesn't mind, I want to raise another point here. 
He wants to answer this question too but, pretty mch it seems to me, it's been answered. 
You all seem to think there are issues but all of you have talked about the foreign 
policy question. I think each of you referred to it at some point in the discussion 
so far, I want to ask you a question in this regard. Is foreign policy an appropriate 
subject for a campaign. It seems to me that there have been several voices raised that 
it should be considered as a bipartisan question and we shouldn't get into foreign 
policy. Mr, Lounsbury, what about it? 

MR. LOUNSBURY: I said at the beginning of my talk that in my own judgment our 
international policy was "the" decisive issue, I don't think either of the Republican 
speakers has yet addressed himself to this point. There is no subject which is more 
appropriate for discussion than foreign policy, The entire framework of our domestic 
existence in the next 50 and 100 years is absolutely dependent on the planning and the 
policies which we are initiating now. And foreign policy cannot and should not be re=- 
moved from the campaign, There are certainly bipartisan agreements in respect to parti- 
cular problems, but on the basic question of approach, long-range planning, humanitarian 
impulse and our general attitude toward other nations, there is a fundamental difference 
between the two parties, 

MISS GREGG: I would disagree, I think our foreign policy has been quite bi- 
partisan. This last year with a Democrat Congress and a Republican Administration, how 
could you have anything else but a bipartisan foreign policy? As a matter of fact, the 
Democrats voted for the Republican foreign policy right up and down the line, so it is 
a bipartisan foreign policy, It has been a continuation -- it could not be a sharp 
difference from the foreign policy we were left with in the beginning of 153, we had 
to contime, take off from there, There have been modifications of the Truman=Acheson 
foreign policy which have been in the right direction to meet the changing times, but 
there has not been a complete reversal and there has been a forward-looking policy ad- 
vanced on a bi-partisan basis, which has been, of course, initiated by the kepublican 

ministration. 
fe MR. OGDEN: I think that foreign policy will be an issue this year and I think 
it should because of the Democratic attack on Mr. Dulles for his so-called brink of 
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war statement. Mr. Acheson at one time drew some lines in the world across which, 
he said, commnism shall not move. He ruled Korea out. That was a difficult and 
dangerous blunder by the Democrats because the first thing that happened was the 
Communists went to war in Korea so Mr, Truman moved back in. I think the fact that 
lines have been drawn by one administration and war has rolled up to that line is 
something that needs -- the basic idea of the drawing of lines and the attitude of 
any party toward taking the nation into war -- is something that needs to be dis- 
cussed, 

MR. LOUNSBURY: Mr, Ogden refers to Dean Acheson's statement in respect to 
Korea, The Republicans have, for many years, misrepresented what Secretary of State 
Acheson said on April 12, 1950 to the National Press Club. What he did was to make 
a statement as to the particular areas in the world which the United States would uni- 
laterally defend with its own forces, regardless of the action taken by any of our 
allies. He also, in the same speech, defined the areas in respect to which U.N, 
protection would cover, Korkga fell among the latter, It fell among the latter in 
accord with agreed United States policy supported by the military throughout this 
century, and there has never been any deviation before or since in that policy, and 
if Mr, Ogden will consult the military annals which have now been published in 
Washington, he will find that is so, 

DR. WITMAN: Mr. Ogden has his hand up, but I want to know whether Dean Acheson 
is going to be a 1956 campaign issue. 

MR. OGDEN: I would like to leave Dean Acheson out of it, but merely say, 
obviously, from Mr, Lounsbury's reply, foreign policy is a question and will be a 
question in the coming campaign. 

DR. WITMAN: Let me turn to this point. I think most of you take the position 
that foreign policy will be a question in this campaign, Let me ask you this, how- 
ever, Are there any issues that should not be discussed during this campaign. There 
has been some public attention given to that question, you recall. There has been 
some point raised that perhaps we should not discuss the Arab-Israel controversy. 

There has been some question raised that perhaps we should not discuss some of our 
civil rights matters, such as segregation. And there have been others, What do you 
young people think about that. Let's have Miss Dorfman speak, 

MISS DORFMAN: I do think that there should not really be any verboten issues 
in the campaign, I think that campaign debate is always an opportunity for people to 
develop their own thinking in regard to an issue, I did speak about Mr. Nixon's re- 
mark about the Supreme Court decision being the decision of a Republican Chief Justice, 
I do think that was very much out of line, I think that is an unhealthy use of parti- 
sanship in discussing an issue, but 1 think that there are healthy ways of discussing 
controversial issues, there are real differences between the parties on issues and the 
people should have the benefit of knowing what they are buying in November and, there- 
fore, I think a full discussion would be healthy. 

MISS GREGG: Jo that I agree with Miss Dorfman, It's the one thing I can agree 
with a Democrat on, to discuss the issues, 

DR, WITMAN: Let's go to another point which I think all of us are thinking 
about and that is, what are going to be some of the issues in relation to the candidates? 
let's get very directly to the point. Is there going to be an issue in the matter of 
President Hisenhower's health, Is this a subject which is going to be discussed? Is 
it a subject which, in your opinion, should or s 
Shean 1epyetheanrnet ; ; ‘ piitenratchatae Caren CEN andi Mes. 

MR. OGDEN: I think the question of President Eisenhower's h 
been raised in the campaign and Mr, Eisenhower very rightly and sie haa naisaatiy eae 
self, He made a very definite statement to the American public that he would not hav. 
chosen to be a candidate for renomination if he did not feel he was ca : 
out his duties. In fact, he has made it prett 
now. JI think the question of his health can b 
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don't think there will be any more answer to it than that. He feels he is 
capable of running -- so be it, 

MISS GREGG: The question of any man's health could be debated because it's 
a tremendous responsibility, President Eisenhower evidently has now found the right 
balance. His doctors feel he can carry the load, but a new man coming in might find 
himself in the same situation as President Eisenhower did, when it comes to a matter 
of health, I don't think it should be an issue, but I think it should be discussed 
so that people -- among themselves, actually, I don't think it should be a deciding 
factor because I don't think it is a deciding factor against voting for a great presi- 
dent like President Eisenhower, 

MR. LOUNSBURY: I don't think President Eisenhower's health is an issue any 
more than to the degree in which he raised it himself in his straight-forward talk 
last week, He set out certain limitations which he felt would relate to the way he 
conducted the office during any second term, It seems to me that the particular issue 
is not health, but the way that he proposes to conduct the office. I disagree funda- 
mentally with the way he conducted the office before he had a heart attack, I felt 
that there was insufficient attention to detail, inadequate preparation and study of 
issues and insufficient knowledge of what was going on among the departments guided 
by people whom he appointed and whom he made responsible, Therefore, his health has 
not changed that picture, It only suggests that there will be in the future, if any- 
thing, less attention and my discussion of the issue would not be as to the question 
of his health, but as to the question of his conduct of the office prior to the time 
he had a heart attack, 

MISS DORFMAN: I agree with what Bob has said, but I think, however, that the 
health issue is still a very germane one because I think that it will intensify the 
situation that obtained before. There is already speculation in the press that a so- 
called Palace Guard will be formed which, with the best intentions in the world, perhaps, 
may keep vital issues from the President and may keep him from fully being even a part- 
time acting president in making decisions and running our country and I feel that, al- 
though I agree with what Mr. Lounsbury has said as to the inadequacy in filling the 
office in the past, I think that the health issue would intensify it were he to be 
reelected. 

MISS GREGG: I would just as soon see the Democrats keep up this line of the 
inadequacy of the President because the American people know differently. They know 
what a great job he has done, They have seen a great man in a great office, so let 
the Democrats criticize him because the people know differently, I won't object to 
them saying this sort of thing at all, 

DR. WITMAN: As an impartial observer and an objective observer of the American 
scene, ] have observed that there has been a great deal of discussion about the candi- 
dacy for the Vice Presidential office on the Republican ticket. Here there has been 
discussion of another young man, Mr. Nixon. What do you young people think about Mr. 
Nixon as a Vice Presidential candidate? 

MR. OGDEN: I am 100% in favor of him for renomination. On that point, why is 
it that many people -- even some Republicans == spread varying degrees of doubt and 
hostility about Mr. Nixon? I think the answer is largely due to a three-year campaign 
by the Democrats to get Nixon. No feelings of doubt about Nixon have generated within 
the Republican Party. There has been some reaction within the party from the outside 
attack, but why do the Democrats want to get Nixon? Nixon has been and is the most 
vigorous and effective of the Eisenhower Administration's campaigners against the Demo- 
crats. Nixon has been and is the politician for President Eisenhower, keeping the 
President above the level of partisan action and the Democrats would like to force 
Nixon out in order to try to lower Eisenhower into the political arena. Nixon is the 
shield whom they would destroy. There is also some left wing opposition to Nixon as 
a hangover from his early prominence in pursuing the case of Alger Hiss and revealing 
the soft attitude of the Democrats towards Communists in government. In particular, 
the Democrats, including ex-President Truman, have questioned Nixon's integrity by 
charging that he labelled Truman and the Democratic Party as guilty of treason. Now, 
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as to that, the record, I think, is clear. In his campaign speeches in *52 and '5h, 
Nixon took pains not to call the Democrats disloyal, but to point out that they were 
pretty miserably lacking in judgment in dealing with the Communist conspiracy in the 
United States. I believe that in his three years as Vice President, Richard Nixon 

has grown immeasurably. Certainly in the weeks after the President's heart attack 
when a political opportunist would have seized the spotlight, he demonstrated maturity 
and integrity by conducting himself with a loyalty ‘that commands real admiration. I 
think he has demonstrated wisdom, emotional maturity, vision, humor and good sense 
that are desirable for national leadership and I believe he should be renominated. 

MR. LOUNSBURY: I wonder whether Mr. Ogden recalls a speech by Mr. Nixon, in 
which referring to the present Secretary of State, he said, "Isn't it wonderful to 
have at last a Secretary of State who isn't taken in by the Comminists, who stands 
up to them." That, to my mind, was one of the most irresponsible and inexcusable 
statements to be made by a Vice President of the United States about a loyal and ef- 
fective former Secretary of State that is present in the pages of American history, 
and Mr, Nixon will never live down that statement in my judgment or in the judgment 
of many other Americans, 

MISS GREGG: There is no denying that under the Acheson-Truman Administration, 
there was a lack of judgment and there was a negligence in dealing with the Comminist 
issues. This exists. Stevenson has brought up the issue again =-- brought it up so 
that Nixon has been forced to talk about the Comminist issue -- which he had said in 
'S);} he did not want to do, but it is a record. A man is known by his enemies as well 
as his friends, and when you look at Vice President Nixon's enemies, it is enough to 
make you 100% for the man, All of the things you hear against him so often == just 
look at who is saying it or where the source is and you find that it could be the 
Socialists or the Communists, "The Daily Worker" has come out so much against Nixon 
and this sort of thing, the statements that are made against him, should be sifted, 
they should be looked at carefully and when you get right down to it, the man has a 
great record, when he served in the House of Representatives and as a Senator and now 
as Vice President. He has done an admirable job for this country by traveling all over, 
bringing world good relatiqns. 

MISS DORFMAN: I think it is very interesting that Miss Gregg says we should 
judge Mr, Nixon by the enemies that he makes because I have gathered by wide comment in 
the press, plus my personal acquaintance, that Mr. Nixon is very unpopular among a large 
segment of the Republican Party itself and, in fact, that is one of the reasons why he 
may not be a candidate, I think that particularly in this campaign, where the amount 
of the President's activity is a very large question, it would be important -- speaking 
for the Republican Party -- and I'm now showing a concern for them in solving a problem 
which they will have to solve themselves, in selecting someone who would have public | 
support and who would be a policy person which Mr. Nixon has never shown himself to be, 

DR. WITMAN: This week's winner of the American Peoples Encyclopedia is Gerald 
Zelermyer of Watertown, Massachusetts. He submitted this question: "Are adherents to 
rigid party policies and alignments disappearing among the American people?" 

MR. LOUNSBURY: I think to some extent, yes. I would only comment to remind us 
of the vital importance of the two-party. system and the need in a democracy for work 
at the precinct level by an organization and people devoted to that organization. 

MISS GREGG: I would say no, Dr. Witman, because the basic philosophies of the 
two parties still stand. The Republicans stand for free enterprise -- the Democrats for’ 
New Deal, Fair Deal, Socialism, 

MISS DORFMAN: There certainly is a difference between the two parties. I think: 
that the answer to the question is that there is a large group of the public which does 
does not feel obliged to adhere to any particular party and that there is a very large 
and influential independent vote which both parties woo in every election. , 

MR. OGDEN: I think that in the Republican Party, certainly, there is a strong 
adherence to the basic economic concepts of the Eisenhower Adminis tration I do not 
think that party alignments have particularly disappeared, I think however that a 
good many Democrats are beginning to adhere to the Republican Party's policies, 
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DR, WITMAN: Let's see what some of the people in the audience have to say 
and what they would like to ask you. 

QUESTIONER : Mr, Lounsbury, you very generally stated that there was a funda- 
mental difference in the administration of foreign policy between Democrats and Republi- 
cans. Specifically, how do you suggest foreign policy witm respect to the waging of 
cold war with Russia be altered by a Democratic Administration? 

MR. LOUNSBURY: To take a specific point first, President Truman in his 199 

inaugural address proposed an imaginative idea -- Point IV. That idea has been lost 
_ and axed under this Republican Administration. I would restore it among the top two 
or three points of our foreign policy. A second point: I would be mich less concerned 
about the corporate profits of American corporations operating in India thanthe ade- 
quacy of the food which Indians are able to eat day by day. I think that the funda- 
mental basis of our foreign policy must be simply this -- that we must take active steps 
to promote in each foreign free nation a sane way to effect peaceful change, without 
violence. If we do not do this, we will not only lose the cold war, we will lose the 
hot war and the entire world leadership. 

QUESTIONER: Miss Gregg, inasmach as the question of desegregation in education 
has been resolved by the Supreme Court and is now the law of the land, why hasn't the 
Administration seen fit to curtail the granting of funds to those states which are pre- 
sently violating the law of the land? 

MISS GREGG: I think the Republican record on civil rights is something that 
is phenomenal. We have done something where the Democrats never had, On this parti- 
cular thing, this is going to be worked out. The whole thing is a new concept. We 
don't want to get too many people upset on an issue which can be used against us by 
the Communists. I think the Republicans are going to work this out, The policy already 
has been adequately worked out. As a matter of fact, the Republicans are the first ones 
and the only ones to do anything constructive on civil rights and they'll do it in this 
case as well, 

MR. OGDEN: I think, as I said in my opening remarks, there is a very delicate 
question as to what the next administration should do about implementing the desegre- 
gation of schools in the South, In that regard, Mr, Stevenson has said he would not 
use force. He is for moderation. Mr. Harriman has said that he would use force. The 
Republicans are pledged to making contimed progress in desegregation, adopting their 
program to fit the circumstances, I frankly think that this is no time for Harrimans 
to cry for the use of force, or Stevensonsto suggest that we rest on our oars in 
something this important. 

CUESTIONER: Mr. Lounsbury, you said that we are weaker today, I ask you, weaker 
than when? From the Democrats past record, why do they think that they can do better? 

MR. LOUNSBURY: We are weaker today than we were in November of 1952 when the 
Eisenhower Administration was elected andJanuary of 1953 when it took office. Dyring 
the intervening time, Democrats in Congress have almost unanimously opposed cuts in 
defense spending. Republicans in Congress have almost unanimously supported such cuts. 
The reason that the Democrats believe that they can do better is that it was a Demo- 
cratic Party under President Truman and Dean Acheson that promulgated the Marshall Plan, 
NATO, the Berlin Air Lift and Point IV. The Democratic Party has the fundamental : 
humanitarian impulses revealed in the New Deal and Fair Deal which I support, which will 
lead us and give us the support of peoples abroad who have no understanding, I assure 
you, of our corporate balance sheets, 

QUESTIONER: Miss Gregg, in your opening statement you kept repeating Peace, 
Prosperity and Progress as your slogan and, in fact, I believe that finally you did 
say that that's the outstanding issue of the campaign. Now, an issue, it seems to me, 
is an affirmative and a negative on a controversial question so does that mean , in 
your mind, that you are for it and the Democrats are opposed to it -- like saying that 
you love your mother and you love the flag and you hate corruption and the other fel- 
low is against it. Do you believe that you have a priority on these things? 

MISS GREGG: Well, I'm sure the Democrats would have liked to have brought peace 
about but it didn't come until 1953 under Eisenhower so this is a postive issue. We 
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brought it and the Democrats did not so we are standing on a constructive policy. 

We have a higher standard of living, we have people earning more, we have many bene=- 
fits which have been advanced since the Eisenhower Republican Administration came in- 
to power. This is an issue because we have certainly advanced and progressed so mech | 
in the last three years. rs’ 

MISS DORFMAN: I would like to ask Miss Gregg on the question of the Eisenhower 
Administration being responsible for the ending of the war in Korea, because World 
War II ended in the Truman Administration, is she prepared to concede to the Democrats 
the entire credit for winning World War II? It seems to me the answer is that the 
American people and the United Nations forces in Korea won that. 

QUESTIONFR: Mr. Lounsbury, in his opening remarks Mr, Ogden seems to have im- 
plied that he preferred the government somewhat out of out future. Isn't it better to 
have the government representing us all, affecting and to some extent determining our 
future, than to have Mr. Dixon, Mr. Yates and Mr. Wilson's General Motors setting our 
future for their own pockets? 

MR. LOUNSBURY: I do believe it is a fair criticism of this administration that 
the predominant influence has been frombigbusiness, The difficulty that this produces 
in such an administration appears in several fields. It appears, first of all, in the 
field of ethics and Mr, Talbott is one example of that and Mr. Wenzel in Dixon-Yates is 
a second example. Secondly, it produces somehow an inability to think in long-range 
terms. Corporations plan for their own future but somehow or other, corporate officials | 
seem to think that a government organization ought not to indulge in planning. The 
result is that the Secretary of Defense has generally adopted an attitude of rosy 
statements and complacency toward a growing Soviet threat, even against the advice of 
military advisers and diplomatic estimates throughout the world. I do not think it 
is in the interest of the American pecple to have a government where the basic repre- 
sentation is so heavily from one segment of the society. 

QUESTIONER: Mr. Ogden, is Soviet penetration of the Middle East and the near 
loss of India with its 370 million people to the Communist bloc the result of what 
you call the "strong" Republican foreign policy? 

MR. OGDEN: The foreign policy of the United States in the Middle East obviously 
is to make the use of arms unnecessary. On February 2h, Secretary Dulles made a statement! 
before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee in which he outlined a positive program 
for the Middle East and this is the only positive program that I have heard, Certainly, 
we haven't heard anything from the Democrats, He has set forth two major problems, 
the question of Arab refugees and the quastion of lack of fixed boundaries for the State 
of Israel, He has proposed the resettlement of refugees. The United States would aid 
in the creation of more arable land and provide loans to compensate the refugees, in 
that regard he spoke of the Johnston Plan, the Jordan-Galilee Redevelopment Plan, which 
would create more land, and the establishment of fixed borders and the guarantee of 
those through the United Nations -- stressing working through the United Nations since 
Israel is a child of the U.N. 

QUESTIONER: Miss Dorfman, despite the fact that your party sold 600 millions 
of people down the river, you have the temerity to stress foreign policy in the 1956 
campaign. I wish to ask you how you can criticize the Republican Party for failure to 
favor economic aid to Europe when economic aid is being bottled up in Congress by 
Senator George in the Foreign Affairs Committee and, secondly, how you can cynically 
criticize the Republican Party for aid to the Arabs when the 18 tank deal to Saudi Arabia 
was contracted for in 1951 by Dean Acheson? 

MISS DORFMAN: Even though the Saudi Arabian arms deal may have been contracted 
some years ago in another administration, times have changed and I think that the timing 
of the shipment, the unresponsiveness to Israel's request for like shipment for, I believ 
$50 million of weapons for them has placed this administration in a very embarrassing spo’ 
from the point of view of cur appearance in this whole Middle Eastern conflict as being 
a partisan which I don't think we want to do. I think it was sufficient that in 1950 
the United States along with France and Britain agreed to guarantee the present boundarie 
and that we want to see peace in the Middle East but we do not want to do it by favoring 
one side against the other. We want peace, 
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